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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for the 
claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01(o). Correction of the 
following is required: "computer readable medium" needs to be in the specification. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims, 8-10 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

As to claim 8, line, 3 "a processor (10)" should be "a processor". Appropriate correction 
is required. 

As to claim 8, line, 4 "a memory (20)" should be "a memory". Appropriate correction is 
required. 

As to claim 8, line, 7 "a display (40)" should be "a display". Appropriate correction is 
required. 

As to claim 8, line, 8 "view control means (50)" should be "view control means ". 
Appropriate correction is required. 

As to claim 8, line, 10 "a cursor (60)" should be "a cursor " Appropriate correction is 
required. 

As to claim 8, line, 10 "a cursor (60)" should be "a cursor ". Appropriate correction is 
required. 

As to claim 10, line, 3 "means for moving (70)" should be "means for moving " 
Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Motosyuku et 
al. (US Patent No.: 5,602,566) in view of Haken (US Patent No.: 7,124,374). 

As to claim j_, Motosyuku, disclose a method for displaying a cursor on a display of an 
electronic device (see display unit 106 and Figure 3) wherein only part of a virtual view is 
displayed at a time on the display of the device, wherein the method comprises the steps 
of: changing the displayed part of the virtual view on the display in response to user action (see 
Figure 2 and 3). 

Characterized in that the method further comprises the step of: determining a relation 
between the cursor location on the display and the location of the displayed part of the virtual 
view within the whole virtual view so that the cursor location on the display reflects the location 
of the displayed part of the virtual view in proportion to the whole virtual view (see Figure 2). 

Motosyuku does not specifically disclose displaying a cursor on a display. 

Haken from the same field of eadover discloses a method for displaying a cursor on a 
display of an electronic device (see abstract). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified 
Motosyuku's graphical interface control system at the time of the invention with displaying a 
cursor on a display as presented by Haken. 

The motivation to combine allows the user to assume control of each such device by 
using a principal pointing device to move a cursor to the edge of the display screen in the 
direction of the device. 

As to claim 2 , Motosyuku discloses the cursor is moved to the same direction as the 
virtual view is scrolled (see col. 7, lines, 8-31). 

As to claim 3 . Motosyuku discloses the relation is linear or non-linear (see Figure 6 & 7). 

As to claim 4 . Motosyuku discloses a method further comprises the steps of: moving the 
cursor to a desired location (see col. 4, lines, 19-21); and displaying the corresponding part of the 
virtual view on the display (see col.4, lines, 19-21). 

However Motosyuku does not specifically disclose a cursor. 

Haken from the same field of eadover discloses a cursor (see abstract). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified 
Motosyuku' s graphical interface control system at the time of the invention with displaying a 
cursor on a display as presented by Haken. 

The motivation to combine allows the user to assume control of each such device by 
using a principal pointing device to move a cursor to the edge of the display screen in the 
direction of the device. 

As to claim 5 . Motosyuku discloses changing the orientation of the electronic device 
changes the view on the display (see col., 4 line, 36-52). 
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As to claim 6 , Motosyuku discloses the displayed part of the virtual view and/or the 
virtual view have the same origin (see Figure 2). 

However Motosyuku does not specifically disclose displaying a cursor on a display. 

Haken from the same field of eadover discloses a cursor (see abstract). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified 
Motosyuku's graphical interface control system at the time of the invention with displaying a 
cursor on a display as presented by Haken. 

The motivation to combine allows the user to assume control of each such device by 
using a principal pointing device to move a cursor to the edge of the display screen in the 
direction of the device. 

5. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Motosyuku et al. 
(US Patent No.: 5,602,566) in view of Haken (US Patent No.: 7,124,374) and in further view of 
Fager (US Patent No.: 6,157,368). 

As to claim 7 . Motosyuku does not disclose characterized in that the deviation of the 
cursor from the centre of the displayed part of the virtual view is proportional to the deviation of 
the displayed part from the origin of the virtual view. 

Fager from the same field of eadover discloses the deviation of the cursor from the centre 
of the displayed part of the virtual view is proportional to the deviation of the displayed part 
from the origin of the virtual view (col., 1 1 lines, 55-59). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified 
Motosyuku's graphical interface control system at the time of the invention with proportional 
movement as presented by Fager. 



Application/Control Number: 10/530,004 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2174 

6. Claims 8-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Motosyuku 
et al. (US Patent No.: 5,602,566) in view of Haken (US Patent No.: 7,124,374). 

As to claim 8. Motosyuku disclose an electronic device for displaying a cursor on a 
display of the electronic device, the electronic device comprising at least: (see display unit 106 
and Figure 3) a processor (a memory (20) coupled to the processor (10), 

the memory (20) comprising a virtual view suitable for conveying information to the 
user of the electronic device (see Figure 1 and Figure 2); 

a display (40) coupled to the processor (10); view control means (50) with which the 
view on the display (10) is changed (see figure 1, Figure 7), 

a cursor (60) on the display (10), characterized in that the electronic device further 
comprises (see Figure 1): a relation between the cursor (60) location on the display (40) and the 
location of the displayed part of the virtual view within the whole virtual view so that the cursor 
(60) location on the display reflects the location of the 

displayed part of the virtual view in proportion to the whole virtual view (see Figure 2). 

However Motosyuku does not specifically disclose displaying a cursor on a display. 

Haken from the same field of eadover discloses a cursor (see abstract). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified 
Motosyuku's graphical interface control system at the time of the invention with displaying a 
cursor on a display as presented by Haken. 

The motivation to combine allows the user to assume control of each such device by 
using a principal pointing device to move a cursor to the edge of the display screen in the 
direction of the device. 
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As to claim 9, Motosyuku discloses view control means (50) refer to motion control 
means, scroll bar(s) or a mouse (see Figure 3). 

As to claim 10 . Motosyuku discloses an electronic device comprises: means for moving 
(70) the cursor (60) to a desired location and in response to the movement, displaying the 
corresponding part of the virtual view on the display (40) (see Figure 2). 

As to claim 1 j_, Motosyuku disclose an electronic device is a mobile phone (see col., 1 
lines, 40-44). 

As to claim 12 . Motosyuku disclose an electronic device is a Personal Digital Assistant 
(PDA), remote control, gaming console, web tablet, wireless device, mobile camera or internet 
appliance (see col., 1 lines, 40-44). 

As to claim 13 . Motosyuku disclose a displayed part of the virtual view and/or 30 the 
virtual view are arranged to have the same origin (see Figure 2). 

However Motosyuku does not specifically disclose displaying a cursor on a display. 

Haken from the same field of eadover discloses a cursor (see abstract). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified 
Motosyuku's graphical interface control system at the time of the invention with displaying a 
cursor on a display as presented by Haken. 

The motivation to combine allows the user to assume control of each such device by 
using a principal pointing device to move a cursor to the edge of the display screen in the 
direction of the device. 
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7. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Motosyuku et al. 
(US Patent No.: 5,602,566) in view of Haken (US Patent No.: 7,124,374) and in further view of 
Fager (US Patent No. : 6, 1 57,368). 

As to claim 14, Motosyuku discloses the deviation of the cursor from the centre of the 
displayed part of the virtual view is arranged to be proportional to the deviation of the displayed 
part from the origin of the virtual view. 

Fager from the same field of eadover discloses the deviation of the cursor from the centre 
of the displayed part of the virtual view is proportional to the deviation of the displayed part 
from the origin of the virtual view (col., 1 1 lines, 55-59). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified 
Motosyuku's graphical interface control system at the time of the invention with proportional 
movement as presented by Fager. 

8. Claims 15-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Motosyuku 
et al. (US Patent No.: 5,602,566) in view of Haken (US Patent No.: 7,124,374). 

As to claim 15 , a computer program embodied on a computer-readable medium, wherein 
the computer program executes the program steps recorded in a computer-readable medium to 
perform a method for displaying a cursor on a display of an electronic device (see Figure 1), 

wherein only part of a virtual view is displayed at a time on the display of the electronic 
device (see Figure 2), 

wherein the method comprises the steps of: changing the displayed part of the virtual 
view on the display in response to user actions (see Figure 2 and 3), 
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displaying a cursor on the display (see Figure 1); characterized in that the method further 
comprises the step of: determining a relation between the cursor location on the display and the 
location of the displayed part of the virtual view within the whole virtual view so that the cursor 
location on the display reflects the location of the displayed part of the virtual view in proportion 
to the whole virtual view (see Figure 2). 
However Motosyuku does not specifically disclose cursor. 

Haken from the same field of eadover discloses a cursor (see abstract). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified 
Motosyuku's graphical interface control system at the time of the invention with displaying a 
cursor on a display as presented by Haken. 

As to claim 16 . Motosyuku discloses the cursor is moved to the same direction as the 
virtual view is scrolled (see Figure 3). 

However Motosyuku does not specifically disclose cursor. 

Haken from the same field of eadover discloses a cursor (see abstract). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified 
Motosyuku's graphical interface control system at the time of the invention with displaying a 
cursor on a display as presented by Haken. 

The motivation to combine allows the user to assume control of each such device by 
using a principal pointing device to move a cursor to the edge of the display screen in the 
direction of the device. 

As to claim 17 , Motosyuku discloses the relation is linear or non-linear (see Figure 6 & 

7). 
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As to claim 18 . Motosyuku discloses a method further comprises the steps of: moving the 
cursor to a desired location (see col. 4, lines, 19-21); and displaying the corresponding part of the 
virtual view on the display (see col. 4, lines, 19-21). 

However Motosyuku does not specifically disclose a cursor. 

Haken from the same field of eadover discloses a cursor (see abstract). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified 
Motosyuku's graphical interface control system at the time of the invention with displaying a 
cursor on a display as presented by Haken. 

The motivation to combine allows the user to assume control of each such device by 
using a principal pointing device to move a cursor to the edge of the display screen in the 
direction of the device. 

As to claim 19, Motosyuku discloses changing the orientation of the electronic device 
changes the view on the display (see col., 4 line, 36-52). 

As to claim 20. Motosyuku discloses the displayed part of the virtual view and/or 30 the 
virtual view are arranged to have the same origin (see Figure 2). 

However Motosyuku does not specifically disclose displaying a cursor on a display. 

Haken from the same field of eadover discloses a cursor (see abstract). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified 
Motosyuku's graphical interface control system at the time of the invention with displaying a 
cursor on a display as presented by Haken. 
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The motivation to combine allows the user to assume control of each such device by 
using a principal pointing device to move a cursor to the edge of the display screen in the 
direction of the device. 

9. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Motosyuku et al. 
(US Patent No.: 5,602,566) in view of Haken (US Patent No.: 7,124,374) and in further view of 
Fager (US Patent No.: 6,157,368). 

As to claim 2K Motosyuku does not disclose the deviation of the cursor from the centre 
of the displayed part of the virtual view is proportional to the deviation of the displayed part 
from the origin of the virtual view. 

Fager from the same field of eadover discloses the deviation of the cursor from the centre 
of the displayed part of the virtual view is proportional to the deviation of the displayed part 
from the origin of the virtual view (col., 1 1 lines, 55-59). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art have modified Motosyuku' s 
graphical interface control system at the time of the invention with proportional movement as 
presented by Fager. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Aymeric (US Patent No.: 6,995,746) is cited to teach Method for controlling the 
movement of a cursor on a screen. 

Reiffel (US Patent No.: 7,034,803) is cited to teach Cursor display privacy product. 
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Todd et al. (US Patent No.: 7,100,123) is cited to teach Electronic content search and 
delivery based on cursor location. 

Bentley et al. (US Patent No.: 7,159,172) is cited to teach Display for rapid text reading. 

Peasley (US Patent No.: 7,194,702) is cited to teach System method apparatus and 
software for minimizing unintended cursor movement. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Meseker Takele whose telephone number is (571) 270-1653. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 7:30AM- 5:00PM est. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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